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1. Claims 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The "body portion" of lines 1 1-12 of claim 14 does not appear to have antecedent 
basis. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 10, 1 1, and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Leininger (5,525,842) in view of Nebe et al (6,641,145). Note initially figures 
6-8, which generally show an air motor 68 with a rotary spindle shaft 86, the spindle having a 
chuck on its outer end. Figure 8 shows the forward end of the hand tool having a ring 92 with a 
plurality of light emitters (incandescent lamps) 96 located in a circle. Regarding claim 13, it is 
considered to have been obvious to have placed whatever number of lamps deemed acceptable to 
provide adequate lighting. Figure 10 shows the chuck having the generic wrench square drive 
105 which mates with the spindle shaft 86. The chuck has a clear plastic sleeve 104, through 
which light from lamps 96 passes, in order to brighten the work area. See column 1 1, lines 4-23. 
As seen from figure 10, the sleeve 104 has axial grooves and ribs to aid in gripping. It is 
considered to have been obvious to have experimented and determined to make the sleeve 104 of 
polyester, as polyester is used to make plastics. The spindle shaft of Leininger lacks the threaded 
outer surface and a hollow end portion. It is notoriously common to use different types of 



Application/Control Number: 10/648,042 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3722 

connections between the chucks and spindles, depending on such factors as quick 
removal/exchanging of the chuck, the desired precision of centering of the chuck on the spindle, 
or the amount of torque to be provided to the chuck by the spindle. Figure 1 of Nebe et al shows 
a spindle 21 having threads 20 and a central hollow section. Core/thrust member 8 of the chuck 
has a portion which extends into the hollow, such that a flange portion having forward surface 9 
abuts against the jaws 4, and portion 3 of the chuck has threads 19 which mate with threads 20. 
While such a connection can not be removed as quickly as the connection of Leininger, it greatly 
reduces the opportunity for the chuck to become separated from the spindle during operation. It 
is considered to have been obvious to have replaced the wrench square drive/socket type of 
connection of Leininger with the threaded connection as shown by Nebe in order to more 
securely hold the chuck on the spindle. Regarding claim 1, it is noted that the chuck of figure 10 
of Leininger has some degree of conical actuation of the three jaws (this chuck might be a Jacobs 
style chuck), but Leininger is not particularly concerned with disclosing the actual actuation of 
the jaws. Nebe et al clearly shows the notoriously conventional conical chamber 7 with the three 
spring biased jaws 4, and it is considered to have been obvious to have embodied the chuck of 
Leininger as that as shown by Nebe et al in order to securely hold the tool bit. 
4. Claims 8, 9, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Leininger in view of Nebe et al as applied to claims 1 and 14 above, and further in view of Flynn 
(4,844,488). Depending on the working environment, debris which lands on the plastic sleeve 
104 of Leininger may make it slick for gripping. Flynn shows a rubber gripping ring 10 which is 
placed over the actuating sleeve of a chuck (see figure 16) in order make the actuating sleeve 
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easier to grip and operate. It is considered to have been obvious to have provided Leininger with 
the rubber sleeve as taught by Flynn in order to make it easier to grip and actuate the chuck. 

5. Claims 5 and 12 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

6. Claim 17 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Any inquiry concerning the content of this communication from the examiner should be 
directed to Daniel Howell, whose telephone number is 571-272-4478. The examiner's office 
hours are typically about 10 am until 6:30 pm, Monday through Friday. The examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer Ashley, may be reached at 571-272-4502. 

In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays, Group 3720 is encouraging 
FAXing of responses to Office actions directly into the Group at FAX number to 571-273-8300. 
This practice may be used for filing papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing 
papers which require a fee by applicants who authorize charges to a USPTO deposit account. 
Please identify Examiner Daniel Howell of Art Unit 3722 at the top of your cover sheet. 

Daniel W. Howell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3722 



